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sier, Vol. 7, p. 374). Therefore, if this plant should be raised to the generic 
rank, according to the rules of the Paris Code the name must be: Homalo- 
theciella. 

In the paper quoted above, I divided the genus Homalothecium into two 
sections, characterized as follows : 
Euhomalothecium Card. 

Mosses of large size: leaves not or hardly concave, generally deeply 
plicate lengthwise ; areolation linear: flowers dioicous ; lid conic; H. sertceum 
Br. Eur., H. Philippeanum Br. Eur., etc. 
Homalotheciella Card. 

Mosses of small size ; leaves concave, not plicate lengthwise ; areolation 
much looser; flowers monoicous; lid rostrate: H. subcapillatum Sulliv., and 
perhaps H. tenerrimum (C. M.) Jaeg. Charleville, France, Nov. 18, 1903. 

Note. — My idea was not to propose a new generic name for Homalothe- 
cium subcapillatum alone but for the whole genus, as Homalothecium is 
untenable. As M. Cardot's name is merely a section name it can hardly be 
used in this sense. To avoid further misunderstanding I would propose the 
following binomials in which Burnettia replaces Homalothecium : Burnettia 
sericea (L.), B. Phllippeana (Spruce). 

I would also note the error in the Bryologist 6:65, where subcapillatum 
was written for subcapillata (Hedw.). A. J. Grout. 



DIE EUROPAISCHEN LAUBMOOSE, BY Q. ROTH. 
Bd. 1. Lief. 1-3. Leipzig. Wilhem Engelmann. 1903. 

V. F. Brotherus. 

Since the publication of the Bryologia Europaea, that monumental work 
upon European Moss Flora, several illustrated works upon the same subject 
have appeared. The Bryologia Europaea is, however, on account of its high 
price less attainable and is at the present time far from complete, and the 
others refer only to more or less extensive portions of Europe. The work we 
have now the pleasure to announce fills up, therefore, a considerable blank in 
bryological literature by giving not only descriptions but very instructive 
illustrations of nearly all the known species. Of the few species which the 
author has up to the present time not succeeded in obtaining, he hopes to 
be able to give in a supplement with the necessary illustrations. 

Mr. Roth's work, which will comprise two volumes, with one hundred 
and ten plates, will come out in ten or twelve parts quickly following one 
another. In the general part (pp. 1-92) are treated in the most exhaustive 
manner, also taking into consideration the newest literature, the anatomical 
formation of mosses, their manner of increase, extension in a vertical and 
horizontal direction, their relation to the substrata and importance in the 
economy of both nature and mankind, as also a review of the most import- 
ant moss systems. Special interest will be taken in the author's detailed set- 
ting forth of the importance of mosses in nature, a subject which so far as we 
are aware, has not been before treated in bryological literature. 
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In that particular part which is introduced by a copious index of the 
literature, the author, in all concerning the system, agrees almost entirely 
with Schimper. The descriptions of the systematic groups of greater or 
smaller extent as well as of the species are carefully and critically drawn up 
and are less minute than in Limpricht's well-known work, With the species, 
account is also taken of their synonyms and briefly of the geographical exten- 
sion. Unfortunately there is wanting a "clavis" which in the genera 
specially rich in species would have been very useful. 

The illustrations which are all from the author's own hand, and are 
reproduced by photo-lithography, refer chiefly to anatomical details, leaves 
and sporogones ; but with the smaller species are also found habitat pictures. 
Of course it is just, these drawings, executed with so much pains, that give 
to the work its greatest value. As regards the printing, the book is very 
handsomely gotten up, and the price ($1.00 each part) must be considered 
extremely moderate. 

We congratulate the author upon this beautiful work, and are convinced 
that it will win for itself many friends. 

Helsingfors, Finland, Sweden. 



SOME ERRONEOUS REFERENCES. 

J. Franklin Collins. 

Some erroneous references which appear in Limpricht's Die Laubmoose 
have been quoted by Prof. Holzinger in his article on page 8 of the January 
Bryologist. It may be well to call attention to these and also to others in 
connection with Hymenostomum which appear elsewhere. As the errors 
are identical — translation excepted— in both Prof. Holzinger's article and in 
Limpricht's work, I will refer directly to the former as the latter will proba- 
bly be inaccessible to a majority of the readers of this article. 

In regard to Hymenostomum it is stated that " The authors of the Bryol- 
ogia Germanica (1823) emphasize its affinity with Weisia viridula." 1 In the 
work mentioned, Theil I, page 191 (1823), the relationship with " Weisia 
controversa" is emphasized, while W. viridula is not mentioned anywhere 
on the nineteen pages (188-206) devoted to the genus Hymenostomum. 
Practically, this may be of little importance as W. controversa is now 
usually regarded as a synonym of W. viridula. 

Near the middle of page 8 in The Bryologist it is stated that in the 
Bryologia Europaea " H. rutilans (Hedw.) is made a synonym of Weisia 
mucronulata Bruch, and H. subglobosum Bryol. Germ, a synonym of 
Weisia viridula; further, H. rostellatum is treated as an Astomum, and by 
error H. crispatum Bryol. Germ, is also removed." Turning to the Bryologia 
Europaea, Fasc. 33-36 (1846), one notes firstly, that H. rutilans is made a 
synonym of Weisia mucronata Bryol. Eur. (not of W. mucronulata Br.); 
secondly, that H. subglobosum does not appear as a synonym of Weisia 
viridula: and lastly, that it is Phascum (not Hymenostomum) rostellatum 
which is treated, Fasc. 43 (1850), as an Astomum, although one of these may 



